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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This research is important to me because the results of this study provide an overview of the growth of Aspergillus spp. on major commodities, and at the same time, aflatoxin contamination is measured. The scope of this study is also good because it can represent the region of Cameroon.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive enough, but I think the author needs to add a final conclusion at the end of the paragraph.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	In my opinion, this manuscript is scientifically and technically enough. seen in the method used, the selection of sampling areas is good, the characteristics of sample storage are also described, the extraction and measurement of aflatoxin are based on scientific methods. The data analysis used, such as Principal Component Analysis (PCA), is the selection of the right analysis method from a scientific perspective. However, the identification of fungi is not very strong scientifically because it only uses microscopic identification, why did the author not use the phylogenetic identification method, please provide a reason.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	In my opinion, the references used are up to date, but the author needs to add references for the discussion of the characteristics of Aspergillus sp. can refer to the following references

Mahfur, M., Rusmalina, S., Wiyono, M. A., Ekayanti, N. N., Afini, F., Soeprapto, H., & Hikmawan, B. D. (2024). Antibacterial potential of Penicillium nalgiovense from Symbiont Fungal in the Gelliodes fibulata Sponge. Research Journal of Pharmacy and Technology, 17(6), 2633-2638
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	In general, the manuscript requires minor revision due to typographical and grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I think this research is a sensitive research because it greatly affects public perception about storing food commodities. So please inform about the ethical clearance of this research.


	


Reviewer Details:

Mahfur, M. Farm

Pekalongan University, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


